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import than the Homoousion or Homoiousion. And in any event
the consequences of the century-long controversy will be
very different from those of the Arian debate: the latter,
as we have seen, finished by reinforcing the unity and the
solidarity of the Romans, both Greek- and Latin-speaking, in
face of the German invaders, while in the last analysis it is the
Monophysite controversy which will detach from the Ortho-
dox Church the majority of the Syrians, the whole body of
the Copts and in their train the Ethiopians, and the Arme-
nians, while this religious disaffection will facilitate the con-
quests of Islam and the dismemberment of the Empire.
Further, the Monophysite dispute is more * Byzantine* than
the Arian controversy, inasmuch as it concerns especially the
Eastern world. The West has other interests. A few dates
set side by side will bring into relief this contrast between
Latin Romania, victim of the great conflicts of peoples, and
the Byzantine East distracted by the conflicts of bishops and
of monks. The leading Latin doctor, St. Augustine, was
summoned to the Council of Ephesus, but that summons
reached him too late: he had died in Hippo while the Vandals
were besieging the city.
The battle of the Catalaunian Fields, where all the West,
Romans and Germans, stayed the advance of the Huns, was
fought at about the same time as the great theological battle
of Chalcedon. Still the West does not disavow all interest in
the controversy; indeed, as in 325, it is the West which
imposes a formula of too little subtlety—that of the two
Natures without separation or confusion—which will re-
main the rock of orthodoxy but also a terrible rock of
offence.
Nestorius himself spoke of his 'Tragedy': we may bear
the word in mind and consider the whole history of the
Monophysite controversy with its sequel the Monothelite
dispute as a single drama in five acts of unequal length. The
first act has for its central scene the Council of Ephesus (431).
Nestorius, Patriarch of Constantinople, disciple of the school
of Antioch, is a true representative of its theology, more
speculative than mystical. He sets before himself the task of
pursuing and overthrowing the followers of another heresy,
Apollinarianism, which carried to excess its opposition

